This paper aims to examine the treaty making power and process in recent constitutional provisions reforms in Thailand. It aims to analyze whether the constitutional provision has affected the treaty-making crisis. This study relied on the theory of the sovereignty of state exercised by the executive branch in compliance with the treaty making power concept, the separation of powers, and the checks and balances doctrine. The findings revealed that Thailand's constitutional amendment related to treaty making processes, proposing a negotiation framework approved by the legislative branch or public participation during a prior negotiation period, is not in compliance with the treaty making concept and state practices of foreign countries. However, Thailand has already reformed the constitutional provision. The implications are that there must be an amendment to the Constitution defining the processes and characteristics of treaties that shall be approved by the legislative branch.
I. INTRODUCTION
Before the conclusion of a treaty period, the executive branch has a "duty" to propose a negotiation framework for approval by the legislative branch and it also has a duty to provide information to the public and a public hearing, in compliance 
Treaty Making Power
It is appropriate to begin with an examination of the nature of the treaty making power concept and theory. This This study also found that the substantive features 9 of the separation of powers are explained best as a function of the constitutional organ, 10 which defines the role and authority of the organ overseeing treaty making power rather than the formal separation of powers. Therefore, the allocation of such power must consider the extent to which such powers are characteristic of "political power" or "legal 
A Comparative Study On Treaty Making
The central issue of this study is that the Executive is the key organ that exercises the sovereignty to make international treaties whereas the Legislative is a secondary organ that exercises power to participate at some stages in the treaty-making process. 
A. Key Organ Exercising Treaty-

Making Power
The reason why the author of this study would like to draw attention to a comparative study between the USA and 9 other words, the Executive has the final power of making treaties regardless of the Legislature's participation in the initial process.
B. Secondary Organ Exercising Specific
Power of Approval
It is generally recognized that the power of the US Senate, the French General As a result, the Council is a key organ, one with constitutional power to oversee the On the other hand, "treaties" previously enforced shall be taken into the Conseil d'Etat's--or the Supreme Administrative
Court's--consideration whenever the executive branch's exercise of power must conform to the doctrine of the "legitimacy of treaties"--that is to say, whenever they exercise rule by means of "political power" or "legal power. 42
In the USA, the organ having the power to rule on treaties is the "Supreme ASEAN-Japan FTA, ASEAN-India, and ASEAN-Australia-New Zealand FTA. 53 While the Cabinet approved these treaties, the new constitutional principles provide a more complicated process. In particular, the National Assembly's approval is required. This ruling is considered case law now and shall be followed subsequently. Notwithstanding, any review of the "legality" of treaties which "come into force throughout the Kingdom" should be provided to fall within the Supreme Administrative Court's jurisdiction to determine whether the exercise of the Executive's power conforms to the principle of "the legality of treaties".
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